September 20, 1974 


Mr. Edward Bennett Williams, Esq. 

Williams, Connolly & Calif ano 
1000 Hill Building 
Washington, D. C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Williams i 

A little more than a month ago I had an appointment with you 
to discuss the Weisbergs' malpractice claim against your firm. When 
I arrived at your office, you told me that you were extremely busy 
preparing some testimony for the Watergate grand jury and would like 
to arrange a meeting at some other time when Peter Taft could be 
present. As a result, our meeting lasted but a few minutes. 

You did promise that you would find out when Peter Taft would 
next be in Washington so that we could arrange a meeting with him. 

In the five weeks since then your office has neither phoned nor 
written me as to the possible date of such a conference. 

Mr. Weisberg informs me that this repeats the history of his 
dealings with your law firm when you represented him in his lawsuit 
against the government. That makes it easier to understand how your 
firm let the statute of limitations run on most of his claims, but 
it does not excuse it. Since you have no defense to this charge of 
which I am aware, and have asserted none, it seems pointless to pro- 
ceed to court without first trying to see whether we can reach some 
sort of agreement. 

I hope, therefore, that you will soon notify me as to the date 
on which we are to meet with Peter Taft to discuss this matter. I 
would ask that you try to arrange this meeting for a date prior to 
October 10th. 

As I told you at our meeting last month, the evidentiary hearing 
in the James Earl Ray case has been set for October 22nd. This means 
I will be absent from Washington from approximately the 15th of 
October through the end of the month. If a meeting with Taft has not 
been held before I leave Washington on the Ray case, I' will have to 
conclude that my client's Interests are best served by my filing his 
malpractice suit as soon thereafter as possible. 

Sincerely yours. 


Jim Lesar 


